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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1, 2, 4-6, 9, 11-13, 16, 17, 19-21, 24, 26-28 and 
31-42 are pending. 

2. Response filed 11/21/2006 has been received and considered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which 
forms the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this 
Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically 
disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the 
differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at 
the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the 
art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-2, 4, 6, 9, 11, 13, 16-17, 19, 21, 24, 26, and 28 
are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Havinis et al. (US 6134447) in view of Rosenthal et al. (US 
5737701) . 

Referring to claims 1, 9, 16 and 24, Havinis et al. 
discloses concurrently maintaining a system-wide list associated 
with a plurality of subscribers and a separate and distinct 
plurality of lists associated with the subscribers; receiving a 
request for a resource (see column 4 lines 19-52, column 5 line 
45 through column 6 line 55); first checking the system wide 
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list; if the resource is included in the system wide list 
providing or denying access to the resource in accordance with 
the system wide list and if the resource is no on the system 
wide list retrieving and comparing the subscriber list and 
allowing access if he resource is included in the list 
associated with the subscriber (see figure 4 and correspond 
description in columns 5 and 6) . 

Havinis et al. fails to disclose the requirement of 
inputting a PIN if the subscriber is not on the list. 

However, Rosenthal et al. teaches requiring the subscriber 
to input a personal identification number if the resource is not 
included in the list associated with the subscriber and 
providing access to the resource if the subscriber inputs the 
correct personal identification number (see column 5 lines 35- 
67, column 6 lines 1-38, 63-67, column 7 lines 1-9) . 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to 
a person of ordinary skill in the art to require the use of a 
PIN in the Havinis et al . system. 

Motivation to do so would have been help prevent fraud in 
the system (see Rosenthal column 2 line 60 through column 3 line 
2) . 

As per claims 2 and 17, the modified Havinis et al. and 
Rosenthal et al. system discloses the claimed limitation wherein 
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comprising the step of adding the resource to the list 
associated with the subscriber if the subscriber inputs the 
correct personal identification number (see Rosenthal et al 
Column 7, lines 10-22) . 

As per claims 4, 11, 19 and 26, the modified Havinis et al- 
and Rosenthal et al . system discloses an always deny list (see 
Havinis et al. column 4 lines 41-52). 

As per claims 6, 13, 21, and 28, the modified Havinis et 
al. and Rosenthal et al. system discloses the claimed limitation 
wherein the resource is a telephone connection to a destination 
phone number (see Rosenthal et al Column 6, lines 5-9). 
5. Claims 5, 12, 20, 27, 33, 36, 39, and 42 are rejected under 
35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over the modified Havinis 
et al . and Rosenthal et al. system as applied to claims 1, 9, 
16, and 24 above, and further in view of Mijares Jr. et al (US 
6330311) . 

As per claims 5, 12, 20, 27, 33, 36, 39, and 42, the 
modified Havinis et al. and Rosenthal et al . system fails to 
disclose an always require PIN list for numbers associated with 
900 or international calls. 

However Mijares Jr. et al teaches such a list (see column 9 
lines 10-43) . 
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At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to 
a person of ordinary skill in the art to use Mijares Jr. et al's 
always, require PIN list for 900 or international calls in the 
call restricting method of the modified Havinis et al. and 
Rosenthal et al. system. 

Motivation to do so would have been to allow a user to call 
the blocked 900 or international numbers (see Mijares Jr. et al 
column 9 lines 37-43) . 

6. Claims 31, 34, 37, and 40 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over the modified Havinis et 
al. and Rosenthal et al . system as applied to claims 1, 9, 16 
and 24 above, and further in view of Rowell et al (WO 9704602) . 

As per claims 31, 34, 37, and 40, the modified Havinis et 
al. and Rosenthal et al . system fails to disclose the always 
allow list comprises a phone number associated with emergency 
services 

However Rowell teaches such a list (see Rowell page 3 lines 
3-11) . 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to 
a person of ordinary skill in the art to include emergency 
numbers on the always allow list of the modified Havinis et al. 
and Rosenthal et al. system. 
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Motivation to do so would have been to always let emergency 
numbers be called (see page 3 lines 3-11) . 
7. Claims 32, 35, 38, and 41 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over the modified Havinis et 
al. and Rosenthal et al. system as applied to claims 4, 11, 19, 
and 26 above, and further in view of Rudokas et al (US 5420910) . 

As per claims 32, 35, 38 and. 41, the modified Havinis et 
al. and Rosenthal et al. system fails to disclose the always 
deny list comprises a phone number associated with fraudulent 
use . 

However, Rudokas et al teaches such a list of fraudulent 
numbers (see column 5 line 59 through column 6 line 14). 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to 
a person of ordinary skill in the art to use Rudokas et al's 
method of preventing fraudulent numbers from being called in the 
call restricting service of the modified Havinis et al. and 
Rosenthal et al . system. 

Motivation to do so would have been prevent cloned 
identification systems from making calls to fraudulent numbers 
(see Rudokas et al column 5 line 59 through column 6 line 14). 
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Response to Arguments 

8. Applicant's arguments filed 11/21/2006 have been fully 
considered but they are not persuasive. Applicant argues: 
Havinis fails to teach or suggest checking or maintaining a 
system-wide list regardless of subscriber identity concurrently 
with distinct and separate lists associated with subscribers; 
Havinis fails to disclose the progression of comparison as 
disclosed by the claims; the combined references fail to 
disclose providing or denying access to a resource based on 
lists and a PIN; and Rosenthal fails to teach the step of adding 
the resource to a list described in claim 2. 

With respect to Applicant's argument that Havinis fails to 
teach or suggest checking or maintaining a system-wide list 
regardless of subscriber identity concurrently with distinct and 
separate lists associated with subscribers, Havinis teaches the 
use of a black list with more than one LA included in the list 
(see column 4 lines 61-63) therefore this list is not associated 
with any specific subscriber and further more column 4 lines 34- 
40 describes how each LA is associated with a group of 
subscribers, therefore the black list is a system-wide list 
associated with a plurality of subscribers regardless of 
subscriber identity. Also this list is held concurrently with 
distinct and separate lists associated with the subscribers 
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(i.e. the subscriber's profile) as described in columns 5 and 6. 
Column 4 line 61 through column 5 line 3 describes how the black 
list and the profiles are separate lists held .concurrently. 

With respect to Applicant's argument that Havinis fails to 
disclose the progression of comparison as disclosed by the 
claims Havinis first checks whether the requesting LA is in a 
black or gray list (the , system-wide list) (see Fig. 4 numbers 405 
and 410) and if it is not in either list it checks the specific 
profile (the subscriber specific list) (se Fig. 4 numbers 430 and 
445) . Therefore, Havinis teaches the progression of comparison 
disclosed by the claims. Furthermore, the combined reference of 
Rosenthal teaches comparing the requested resource to a list so 
again the combination teaches the claimed limitations . 

With respect to Applicant's argument that the combined 
references fail to disclose providing or denying access to a 
resource based on lists and a PIN, Havinis teaches that if the 
LA is in the black list it is sent a rejection message thereby 
denying access to the resource (see Fig 4 numbers 405 and 420) 
and if the subscriber specific profile does not allow the 
resource it is again sent a rejection message (see Fig 4 numbers 
445 and 420) . Rosenthal teaches if a resource is not on a list 
to prompt a user for a PIN and if the PIN is valid allow the 
resource to be called and if not terminate the call thereby 
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rejecting the resource. Therefore, the combination of Havinis 
and Rosenthal teaches that providing or denying access to a 
resource based on lists and a PIN. 

With respect to Applicant's argument that Rosenthal fails 
to teach the step of adding the resource to a list described in 
claim 2 based on the cited portion not being relevant the 
situation when a PIN is entered. However, as disclosed by 
Rosenthal column 7 lines 6-10, the cited adding (column 7 lines 
10-22 ) is done both when the number is in the automatic 
authentication database and when a valid PIN number is entered. 
Therefore, Rosenthal teaches the limitations of claim 2. 

Conclusion 

9. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the 
extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action 
is set to expire THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this 
action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO MONTHS 
of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action 
is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened 
statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will 
expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated 
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from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than 
SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to Michael 
Pyzocha whose telephone number is (571) 272-3875. The examiner 
can normally be reached on 7:00am - 4:30pm first Fridays of the 
bi-week off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Emmanuel Moise can be 
reached on (571) 272-3865. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 
703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be 
obtained from the Patent Application Information Retrieval 
(PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, 
see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center ( EfiC ) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free) . 
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